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SHOULD WE BE MATHEMATICIANS, HISTORIANS OF SCIENCE, 
HISTORIANS, OR GENERALISTS? 
The rapid growth of history of science has produced a third 
generation of practitioners (the pupils squared of Sarton). 
Anyone who looks at their training and accomplishments cannot 
fail to be impressed by their quality and number. It is the 
latter that is creating an employment crisis in a context of 
shrinking budgets, in spite of the continuing relative strength 
of the discipline. Many able young scholars are getting along 
with makeshift arrangements, and some may leave the field. This 
problem has caused considerable discussion and various proposals 
for reorientation of training and professional activity. In 
what direction should we go to best insure the healthy develop- 
ment of our field, including, of course, adequate job opportuni- 
ties? 
A very strong case can be made for concentrating on mathematics 
itself. From the beginning, history of mathematics has been a 
part of mathematical activity, and its practitioners a part of 
the mathematical community. Most historians of mathematics earn 
their living as mathematicians. The biggest audience for histor- 
ical writing on mathematics is the mathematical community. Much 
history of mathematics can be written only by mathematicians and 
understood only by them. The mathematicians have a real need 
for the historians of mathematics, especially in periods like 
the present, when there is considerable disarray over matters of 
science policy. Some departments have hired staff members 
specifically for their interest in history, and most departments 
consider historical competence a welcome complement in a staff 
member. This suggests that the future historian of mathematics 
should qualify as a mathematician, should earn his Ph.D. in 
mathematics, possibly with specialization in history where that 
is possible, and take care to maintain his citizenship in the 
mathematical community. 
On the other hand, the history of mathematics belongs logic- 
ally to the history of science. Historians of mathematics have 
in fact played a leading role in its development and will 
continue to do so. Significant historical work calls for know- 
ledge and competence in the broader field. The history of 
science community and its journals provide the historian of 
mathematics with a critical vehicle for scholarly communication. 
A historian of mathematics belongs in every center for the his- 
tory of science. Hence the historian of mathematics should be 
trained as a historian of science and should be active in this 
community. 
At first sight, it might seem strange to even suggest that a 
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historian of mathematics belongs in the historical community. 
Yet the time is long past when historians limit themselves to 
political history. Although the historical analysis of mathemat- 
ical ideas (internal history) requires a mathematician, there 
are many historical problems of external history that demand 
more historical than mathematical skill, and even the most inter- 
nal history is unlikely to be of value unless its creator is 
soundly trained in historiography. In many institutions 
historians of science, and even a few historians of mathematics, 
are appointed or cross-appointed to departments of history. For 
these reasons the historian of mathematics should be trained in 
history and should maintain liaison with the historical profes- 
sion. 
Each of these arguments is persuasive. Each of the disci- 
plines offers possibilities for fruitful work by historians of 
mathematics. But it is equally clear that no one of them alone 
can be the basis of a healthy development of our field nor 
provide sufficient jobs for all its practitioners. Indeed, still 
another area may offer the greatest challenges and employment 
opportunities. Many liberal arts colleges and many of the newly- 
developing universities, community colleges and junior colleges 
have broken away from traditional subject matter divisions and 
adopted programmes in which science is taught in new ways, often 
overlapping with the social sciences and humanities. The histo- 
rian of science, and in particular, the historian of mathematics, 
is ideally trained as a generalist able to develop and participate 
in these programmes. 
If we recognize the need for heterogeneity in training and 
approach in our profession and for some generalists who can be 
mathematicians, historians of science, and historians at the 
same time, and if we aggressively take advantage of employment 
opportunities in all areas, not hesitating to educate our 
colleagues as well as our students, the present employment crisis 
could be transformed into an opportunity for healthy development 
of a fourth and successive generations. 
NEW ASSISTANT TO THE EDITOR 
After serving from July 1973 and seeing the first issue to 
the press, Catherine Meckes has accepted a position in the 
office of a Vice-President of the University of Toronto, from 
which we hope she will continue to keep a friendly eye on 
HISTORIA MATHEMATICA. Jeanette Quiring (B.A. Anthropology, 
University of Winnipeg 1970) has taken over without a hitch. 
